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THE METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH OF 
AMERICA IN ITALY 



AECHBISHOP IBELAND CLOSES HIS PAKT IN THE CONTBOVEESY 

Pebhaps I am thought somewhat belated in taking cog- 
nizance of the two articles — one from the pen of the Rt. Rev. 
William Burt, Bishop of the American Methodist Church 
in European countries, the other from that of the Rev. S. M. 
Vernon, of Philadelphia — appearing in The Nobth Ameri- 
can Review of last October, as replies to former articles 
of mine in the same Review on " The Methodist Episcopal 
Church of America in Italy." The delay, however, has 
served a valuable purpose, since it has allowed time for 
others to come forward as champions of the Methodist 
mission and lend their aid in attempts to clear it, so far 
as this is possible, from the charges laid to its account — 
insults most outrageous to the Catholic Church and the 
Pontiffs of Rome; vilest calumnies against the dogmas and 
precepts of Catholicism; deceptions in reports of the Meth- 
odist propaganda; fraud and hypocrisy in methods made 
use of by its evangelists. The Methodist side, I am now 
entitled to assume, has been amply heard from, and the 
privilege is mine to write my final brief and retire from 
the arena, leaving to the disinterested, unprejudiced reader 
to review argument and counter-argument and be the judge 
as to the result of the controversy. 

Indeed, in nearly all discussions, this is the outcome to 
be looked for. the goal to be kept within aim — the judgment 
of the impartial reader. To expect from contestants a sur- 
render or an avowal of defeat is, as a rule, quite futile. 
Argue still they will; argue still they can. It is Jefferson 
who is reported to have said: " There is nothing against 
which human ingenuity will not find something to say." It 
is so easy to neglect telling points scored by the opponent, 
to fasten on points of minor or incidental value to the ex- 
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elusion of the main issues, to give prominence to new issues, 
however foreign these be to the discussion, in the hope of 
turning off attention from the matter which, for the time 
being, should alone be talked of. To arguing there need 
be no end, if mere arguing is desired. And so it is, I opine, 
with the champions of the Methodist Propaganda in Italy. 
So it is, these will say, with myself in my criticisms of this 
propaganda. "Well, I appeal to the reader to pronounce 
judgment. 

I shall not, for the nonce, take to myself the task of 
defending the Catholic Church or the Papacy from attacks 
levelled thereat by my opponents. What if there be truth in 
the lurid pages given up to the abuse of the Catholic Church 
by Bishop Burt in The North American Review, by Dr. 
R. J. Cooke in the " Methodist Review "? Is Methodism 
in Italy luminous and above reproach, because guilt may be 
laid to the door of the Catholic Church? Methodism in 
Italy is under examination; to Methodism in Italy I must 
confine the discussion and leave to another time the defence 
of the Catholic Church. 

Details of charges against Methodism in Italy were given 
at length in my preceding articles in the July and the Sep- 
tember issues of The Nobth American Review. 

It is said by Bishop Burt that on my side of the con- 
troversy there is the stain of unfairness and of unreliability 
— important " omissions " in quotations, allegations drawn 
from unauthoritative and misleading " sources." I take up 
the accusations one by one. 

1. From the message given by the Board of Bishops of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church I quoted what I called " the 
pertinent points." I omitted the following paragraph: 

" Third. That the same methods, namely, preaching the Gospel in its 
simplicity and conducting schools which recognize the plain teaching of 
the New Testament as a supreme authority in religion and in ethics, have 
long been followed out by our missions in South America and Mexico, as 
well as in Rome, and no such indictment has been made against those 
missions even to this day, as far as we are informed." 

Thereon Bishop Burt writes : 

"But in his first article taking the responsibility for giving what he 
calls 'pertinent points' of the Bishops' statement, the Archbishop omits 
this entire section which contains the essence of the Bishops' utterances! 
Omits it while appearing to be quoting continuously; omits it without 
any mark, remark or printer's sign showing any emission at that point, 
though he does indicate other omissions." 
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Why I omitted the paragraph? I was quoting from the 
message of the Bishops " the pertinent points," those bear- 
ing on Methodism in Italy. The declaration that I was 
quoting only ' ' the pertinent points ' ' made sufficiently clear, 
without the insertion of marks of omission, that I was not 
giving the message in full, so marks of omission were not 
inserted except in one place where two sentences, separated 
in the original, were so closely allied in meaning that it 
seemed necessary to bring them together — something not to 
be done without due indication that intervening words were 
dropped from the quotation. My first notion had been to 
quote the entire message of the Bishops, but recalling to 
mind the value of space in The Nobth Amebican Review, 
I limited myself to " the pertinent points." , 

Was the paragraph in question a " pertinent point "? I 
do not think so. Dealing with Italy, not with South Amer- 
ica or Mexico, I was confining my argument to conditions 
in Italy, bending myself to show by " details of specific 
acts " how far conditions in that country were below " the 
moral integrity " claimed by the Bishops for the work of 
their missionaries. If the methods observed in Italy were 
the same as those made use of in Mexico and in South Amer- 
ica, as the Bishops in another paragraph asserted, so much 
the worse, I should have said, for Methodism in Mexico 
and in South America. The extension of the methods to 
those countries did not mend them in Italy. 

Preceding assertion " Third," in the statement of the 
Bishops, was assertion " Second ": 

" That the methods of our mission in Italy, now for the first time 
publicly condemned, are the same as have been pursued from the begin- 
ning, almost forty years ago." 

This assertion is quite general as to Italy: it covers all 
that had taken place there during the last forty years. I 
accepted it in its comprehensiveness. Upon me was the 
burden of showing forth the conditions in Italy at any pe- 
riod of time for the past forty years, the right remaining 
to conclude that, such as I should prove these conditions to 
have been at any time, they bad legitimate refuge under 
the Bishops' broad words and were those of to-day as much 
as those of yesterday. 

2. I quoted from " II Giornale d' Italia " of Rome a pas- 
sage illustrating the anti-Catholic spirit of the Methodist 
Propaganda. Bishop Burt warns me that I left out the head- 
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line, " That which they say in the Vatican." Well, I con- 
fess, the .newspaper cutting which I had in hand was with- 
out a head-line and so no head-line appeared in my quota- 
tion. The extract, however, from " II Giomale " played 
no significant part in the discussion, bearing as it did on 
a point proved otherwise many times over — the anti-Catholic 
spirit of the Methodist Propaganda. The whole extract is 
a negligible quantity. 

S. I quoted from " La Nazione " of Florence a list of 
books seen, it was said, by its correspondent, as he walked 
down Via Venti Settembre, in the windows of the Methodist 
Publishing-House. Thereon Bishop Burt writes : 

" Everybody in Italy knows that 'La Nazione' of Florence is an ultra- 
conservative paper in strict alliance 'with the clerical party. No window 
of the Publishing-House fronts on Via Venti Settembre, but only one 
small window where books and papers are exhibited on Via Firenze. 
The fact, however, is the books mentioned were never published, owned 
or sold by us. No one ever saw them in our windows at any time, for 
we never had them. Hence the statement of the correspondent is simply 
false. If the Archbishop had only reported what he saw ... he would 
not have fallen a victim to such unreliable data." 

A slight matter it is whether the show-window of the 
" Casa Metodistica " fronts, as does the " Casa " itself, 
on Via Venti Settembre or a few feet around the corner on 
Via Firenze. Bishop Burt is here rather too particular as 
to details. But a matter not so slight is the Bishop's asser- 
tion that " La Nazione " is "an ultra-conservative paper 
in strict alliance with the clerical party." This may be 
said to Americans who know little or nothing about Flor- 
entine journalism, not to Florentines themselves. " La 
Nazione " is a liberal monarchist paper, anti-clerical, often 
ferociously so, as instanced in its warfare with " L'Unita 
Cattolica." As to whether its correspondent, in telling of 
books in the window of the " Casa Metodistica," spoke or 
did not speak a falsehood, the question rests between him- 
self and Bishop Burt, not between me and the Bishop. It 
were, however, somewhat strange that a widely circulated 
newspaper such as "La Nazione " should publish a glar- 
ingly false statement with regard to a matter so open to 
investigation as the titles of books exposed in a shop win- 
dow; while, on the other hand, Bishop Burt, an occasional 
visitor to Rome, is not expected to know what the window 
did show at a given time, when, perhaps, he was far away 
from La Via Firenze. But since Bishop Burt appeals 
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to my personal observation, I now say that ten years ago 
I stopped before the window on Via Firenze; and well I 
recollect seeing there on exhibition books and pamphlets 
most insulting to the Catholic Church and to the Papacy. 
One was from the pen of an ex-priest, Achilli, the contestant 
long ago before a court in England in a lawsuit with John 
Henry Newman, Achilli being then and there proved to 
have been an unmitigated scoundrel, though on a technical- 
ity Newman was made to pay nominal damages. The Meth- 
odists, I thought at the time, were not afraid to handle a 
book, however antiquated, however disproved, if only it 
were abusive of Catholicism. 

4. The sources from which I drew my charges are, ac- 
cording to Bishop Burt and Dr. Vernon, unreliable, un- 
worthy of credence. Let us see whether or no I am so mis- 
taken in my " sources." My sources are Dr. Stackpole, 
Rev. P. de Mandato, S.J., " L'Evangelista," " Cenni Sto- 
rici " and Bishop Burt. Bishop Burt and Dr. Vernon will 
not challenge the reliability of " L'Evangelista," of " Cenni 
Storici," and of Bishop Burt himself. Well, I need no 
others to build up an indictment against Italian Methodism, 
as my preceding articles amply demonstrate. With these 
" sources " to be quoted from, I could well afford to elimi- 
nate from the witness-box Dr. Stackpole and Bev. P. de 
Mandato, S.J. But even to those I still hold and most 
rightly so. 

Poor Dr. Stackpole! At one time he was the leader of 
the Methodist Propaganda in Italy, the perfect apostle, the 
very salt of the earth. In 1891 Bishop Vincent had writ- 
ten of him: " Dr. Stackpole, who is an intense believer in 
the most intense type of Methodism and a loving disciple of 
the devout Daniel Steele, labors most faithfully to promote 
the spiritual life, to train the heart and conscience." 

But since 1894, when Dr. Stackpole reported to American 
Methodists conditions in the Italian Mission, writing as a 
devout and devoted Methodist, having in mind the one pur- 
pose of telling the truth with a view to the betterment of 
Methodism in Italy, challenging contradiction of his state- 
ments, for every one of which he gave place and date — he 
is the reprobate whom Bishop Burt and Dr. Vernon re- 
pudiate and denounce. Alas for Dr. Stackpole! He told 
the truth and told it with " details of specific acts." Bishop 
Burt writes : 
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"If the Archbishop had personally studied the situation he would not 
have been compelled to go back and dig up an old book which is out of 
print, written sixteen years ago, and which at the time of its publication 
was ably answered by Dr. J. M. Buckley and others who were perfectly 
familiar with the situation. The same book was answered again recently 
in The North American Review by Dr. S. M. Vernon." 

" Sixteen years ago " — not too long ago to be out of 
date in a discussion of what Methodists are doing to-day 
in Italy or were doing there yesterday. 

If Dr. Staekpole's book was so ably answered by Dr. 
J. M. Buckley, as is asserted, we regret that the Bishop 
did not give a short summary of the rebutting evidence 
instead of exacting from us blind faith in his own verdict. 
Certainly, if it were not more ably answered by Dr. Buckley 
than it was by Dr. Vernon, it was not answered at all. Dr. 
Vernon does not dare take up for rebuttal one single state- 
ment from " Four and One-half Years," contenting him- 
self with a bitter onslaught upon the personality of the 
writer, differing most materially in his estimate of Dr. 
Stackpole from other Methodists, Bishop Vincent, Professor 
Sewall, Rev. Daniel Steele. No, Dr. Stackpole has not been 
answered. The most violent of American Methodists, Dr. 
R. J. Cooke, is unwilling to repudiate Dr. Stackpole. In 
the ' ' Methodist Review ' ' for September-October Dr. Cooke 
writes : 

" For, be it remembered this Stackpole book has been before the Church 
and the public for sixteen years! It was not published in a corner — it 
was published here in the United States. It was written by a Methodist 
for Methodists. No effort has ever been made to conceal it, to buy it up, 
to burn it, as some people who seem to have more enmity than is good for 
them against certain holy books they do not relish are in the habit of doing 
wherever they dare. . . . 

" But ten worthless cases [Dr. Cooke wondrously minimizes numbers] 
coming to us from the Church of Rome are all that can be fished up to 
sustain Ireland's charges, and those we have reported ourselves." (Italics 
Dr. Cooke's.) 

Here is Dr. Staekpole's " Four and One-half Years in the 
Italy Missions " accepted as current Methodist literature 
and ratified as such. Dr. Stackpole is returning into favor 
among Methodists. 

As to Rev. P. de Mandato, S.J., it is easy, Bishop Burt 
thinks, to dispose of him. The Bishop writes : 

"This is some more of the Archbishop's 'most reliable data.' Who is 
the one who furnishes the data? 'A Jesuit' [Italics Dr. Burt's]. He 
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is one of those who have been so trained in Jesuitical casuistry that they 
do not know what truth means." 

Bishop Burt's rage and fanaticism, as the name of Rev. 
P. de Mandato, S.J., is mentioned, is Rev. P. de Mandato's 
all-sufficient defence. I must not add to the persuasive force 
of the argument. 

I come now to inquire how far in their turn my opponents 
have defended themselves and the methods of the Methodist 
Propaganda in Italy. A clean-cut avowal that they were 
mistaken in their contradiction of all or of any of my allega- 
tions, was not looked for. All that I expected was a system 
of replies — significant silences, evasions, semi-admissions, 
tantamount, before an unprejudiced jury, to avowals of de- 
feat. Replies of this kind abound — to the exclusion, indeed, 
of all else. 

Bishop Burt goes far afield, unto dreamland itself, in 
search of shields wherewith he may ward off my charges. I 
cull from his articles two notable instances. He writes : 

" We cannot possibly understand his [the Archbishop's] utterances — 
many of them mere inventions — except on the ground that personally he 
was ignorant of the facts, and that as faithful servant of the hierarchy 
he simply signed his name to that which he was told to say by his master 
at the Vatican." 

Absolutely false is the assertion that I received from the* 
Vatican orders or intimations, to make reply to the Meth- 
odist attack, or that I was told by the Vatican what I should 
say. The Bishop is altogether too subjective: he conjures 
up imaginings from his inner consciousness, bidding them 
be realities to himself and to others. Oh no, Bishop Burt — 
the fight is entirely mine ; you must not rob me of the merit. 

Again the Bishop writes — this time with regard to the 
exclusion of " L'Asino " from the American mails: 

" The Vatican becoming alarmed at the damage being done to its cause 
by 'L'Asino' in America sent Monsignor Falconio to America with 
the definite mission of influencing the government to exclude 'L'Asino' 
from the United States. This Monsignor soon put in motion all the power- 
ful machinery of the Romish Church in America for the accomplishment 
of his purpose. He first directed his efforts to the White House, but 
finding that this would not be the surest way to success, he then brought 
all his influence to bear upon the postal authorities and succeeded in his 
purpose. He was congratulated and rewarded by the Vatican. . . . Arch- 
bishop Ireland and his colleagues did it " 

This entire paragraph, every line of it, is as far away 
from the truth as midnight darkness from noonday light. 
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Neither Monsignor Falconio nor Archbishop Ireland had 
anything whatsoever to do with the exclusion of " L'Asino " 
from the American mails. Bishop Burt is the dreamer. 
Does he not fear that he may be thought to be equally the 
dreamer in his other assertions? 

Now come evasions, semi-affirmations tantamount to ad- 
missions, and silences that plainly betray fear of facing the 
issue. 

Bishop Burt had said of the " Greek and Romish 
Churches " that they substitute " penance " for " repent- 
ance." Dr. Stackpole had said: 

" They [the Catholics of Italy] want a Church that can save them 
without the necessity of thorough repentance on their part, and correspond- 
ing reformation of conduct." 

Against such egregious calumnies I appealed to the " Cate- 
chism," the basis of all Catholic teaching, the norma of 
conduct for all Catholics, in which is set forth, in words of 
unmistakable meaning, the necessity of sorrow for sin and 
of a firm purpose of amendment. Does Bishop Burt, guilty 
himself and impliedly a partaker in the guilt of Dr. Stack- 
pole, meet the appeal, read the Catechism, tell plainly what 
Catholics learn there with regard to " repentance " and 
amendment of life? Not at all: the Catechism is brushed 
aside with a wave of the hand: the calumny is repeated. 
" We are not talking," says Bishop Burt, " about ancient 
theories or printed doctrines, but what we know the in- 
stitution stands for p.t its chief centre." The Catechism 
among Catholics an ancient theory or a mere printed docu- 
ment! This will do with people utterly unable to know or 
to understand Catholics. 

Dr. Vernon had asserted that before the arrival of Meth- 
odism "the Bible was excluded from Rome." I demon- 
strated at length the utter falseness of the assertion. In 
his reply Dr. Vernon totally ignores the evidence I had put 
forward and seeks refuge behind a newly trumped-up 
charge, " the non-use of the Bible " — a charge as unfounded 
as that of the exclusion of the Bible before the arrival of 
Methodism. 

Quoting from Dr. Stackpole, I narrated that in Venice, 
when a visit was expected from the Presiding Elder, it had 
been the custom to ask the minister of another denomina- 
tion to send his congregation to the Methodist service to 
make a good impression on the Elder, or, better yet, with 
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a view to the same end, to go out into the street and the cafes 
and hire an audience at a cent apiece. Does Dr. Vernon look 
back into the occurrences related by Dr. Stackpole to see 
whether they be true or not? Not he: he denies them and 
asks the reader to be satisfied with his denial. The bringing 
in of hearers at a cent apiece, the borrowing of another 
congregation for the purpose, as reported by Dr. Stackpole, 
of deceiving the Elder, Dr. Vernon would have us believe, 
on his own word, was nothing else than the usual courteous 
invitation sent around when a distinguished preacher comes 
to town. Dr. Vernon would have us laugh — and we laugh. 

Dr. Stackpole, whom I quoted, gives instance upon in- 
stance af " padding " the reports of membership to please 
" Methodist authorities on both sides of the ocean," of ad- 
mitting into seminaries men of known unworthiness, giving 
as the reason: " "We simply obeyed the wishes of our su- 
periors in office. It was argued that we must have a certain 
number of students in order to make a respectable report 
to the Church in America." What is the reply? Simply 
an arrogant denial : reports were never padded ; Methodists 
never sought cast-off priests, never wittingly opened their 
doors to others than men of proved merit. Loud denials 
without previous investigation do not overthrow statements 
that were given in precise words, with dates and names 
of places, with challenge to the inquirer to speak in contra- 
diction. 

Dr. Vernon had boasted of distinguished and meritorious 
priests leaving the Catholic Church for Methodism — among 
them Count di Campello. I gave the story of the Count. 
Does Dr. Vernon in his rejoinder admit his mistake in 
palming off this " convert "as a conquest for Methodism! 
Not he ; he is silent with regard to Count di Campello. It 
is a loss of time to correct the mistakes of Dr. Vernon. 

I had accused the Methodist schools in Eome of proselytiz- 
ing despite advertisements to the contrary, despite ex- 
pressed acknowledgment that parents were opposed to any 
such manceuvrings. The reply of Bishop Burt is ingenuous 
in the extreme ; it is worthy of note as an indication of his 
singular mentality — denial and admission in the same sen- 
tence. He writes: 

"We have faithfully kept our promises to the public respecting the 
religious convictions of all, even though we have had simple Christian 
service in the schools on Sunday and family devotion every day . . . and 
vol. cxcm. — no. 662 9 
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if any of our pupils have become Methodists, as some of them have, it 
has been wholly of their own free will." 

With this statement Bishop Burt would have us believe 
that there is no under - cover proselytism in Methodist 
schools despite advertisements to the contrary. The Bishop 
is a witness to the violation of promises made to parents 
of pupils in Methodist schools equally with the directresses 
themselves of those schools — the Crandon Institute and the 
Isabella Clark Refuge. The Directress of the Crandon In- 
stitute had at one time publicly set forth her school " as 
respecting the religious convictions of all "; and later, in 
her report to the Conference in 1899, she made the state- 
ment: " We have established services in the interior of 
the institution itself every Sunday morning: our Italian 
minister presides and all our boarders assist at it." The 
Directress of the Isabella Clark Refuge openly declared : 

" Despite the efforts of the parents, who, though taking advantage of 
the material benefits we furnish them, try to prevent their children from 
practising the truths of our Christian religion, we find with pleasure that 
our little ones do not forget the prayers that they hear and the nice hymns 
they sing." 

No fraudulent proselytism in the Methodist Schools ! There 
it is, in deep earnestness, in spite of public professions, in 
spite of promises to the parents of pupils. 

" L'Evangelista " had cartooned the Pope — shamefully 
so, I said. This is Bishop Burt's reply: 

" The cartoon was a photograph of a model made by an eminent artist 
in competition for prizes that had been offered for the best representation 
for the ' Fall of the temporal power of the Papacy.' . . . The photograph 
was furnished to our editor by the artist himself." 

In the eyes of the Bishop, art so called veils all infamies. 
As to the several paragraphs I had quoted from " L'Evan- 
gelista," showing to what extent this publication calumni- 
ates and befouls whatever is Catholic or Papal, the Bishop 
is silent, art playing here no part. Up to the writing of 
the present article, " L'Evangelista " continues its insults 
to the Papacy. A few weeks ago it rang out applause to 
Ernest Nathan's insolent and mendacious assault upon the 
Sovereign Pontiff. 

I had quoted the London " Saturday Review " in attesta- 
tion of the vileness of a Giordano Bruno demonstration to 
which " L'Evangelista " had given loud applause. But, 
affirms Bishop Burt, the correspondent of the " Review " 
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is a " clerical." No proof that he is a " clerical " is in- 
troduced; and certainly no taint of clericalism is to be 
noticed in the " Saturday Eeview." " Of course," adds 
the Bishop, "it [the demonstration] was anti- Papal, be- 
cause it was the Pope who burned Bruno." Of course the 
demonstration was " anti-Papal " — and there, no doubt, is 
the reason why Methodists applaud it — those same Meth- 
odists who shout wailings when their patronage of visitors 
to Rome is a barrier to Papal honors. But the Mayor of 
Rome took part in the Bruno demonstration! And mem- 
bers of Parliament were there and university students and 
working-men's associations! Yes, the Mayor of Rome was 
there — Ernest Nathan, the ex-grand master of Italian Free- 
masonry, the avowed atheist, who seeks every opportunity 
to fling insults at the Papacy, who on that account is cen- 
sured and disavowed by Americans of his own race (vide 
a recent issue of " The Israelite "). Yes, members of Par- 
liament were there — men of the Nathan stripe. University 
students and working-men were there — students and work- 
ing-men of the school of the Barcelona anarchist, Ferrer — 
the rabble so parlous in all large cities of Europe to law and 
order, whose dominating motto is: Down with religion! 
Down with God ! And Bishop Burt should have added the 
patrons and the readers of " L'Evangelista " were there 
— quite at home, because, whatever else, the demonstration 
was anti-Papal. The class of men who do the shouting 
at the Bruno demonstrations, whom Bishop Burt applauds ! 
Here are words of the principal orator at the demonstration 
of 1910, Podrecca, the proprietor and editor of " L'Asino ": 
" Religion and sacerdotal hierarchy are one and the same 
thing. By tolerating, or worse still, by vivifying the first 
you strengthen the second." Religion itself — all forms of 
religion — is the bugbear of Podrecca and of the men who 
gather once a year in the Piazza dei Fiori. And " L'Evan- 
gelista " and Bishop Burt rain smile and caress upon the 
annual demonstrations in honor of Giordano Bruno! But 
in excuse they will say: " Of course it (the demonstration) 
was anti-Papal, because it was the Pope who burned Bruno. ' ' 
In other words, to Roman Methodists irreligion and blas- 
phemy are worthy of applause if only they are openly anti- 
Papai! 

" L'Evangelista," the Bishop admits, did express its good- 
will towards " L'Asino," because of the enmity of this pub- 
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lication to the Papacy. Enmity to the Papacy covers a 
multitude of sins — even the immoralities of " L'Asino." 
Over this enmity Bishop Burt becomes hilarious — more so 
even than " L'Evangelista" itself. He says: 

" We admit that ' L'Asino ' is terrific in its war on the Papacy, and even 
Archbishop Ireland must admit that it is very able and most effective. 
In saying, however, that ' self-respecting people turn quickly away when 
their eyes light upon its lurid illustrations ' he condemns at one stroke 
tens of thousands of the best and most intelligent people in Italy who do 
not turn away from it, but buy it and read it." 

" The best and the most intelligent people of Italy " — those 
who buy " L'Asino " and read it! This is the opinion of 
Bishop Burt. Is this the ethics of the Methodist Propa- 
ganda in Italy? 

Bishop Burt and Dr. Cooke confess that, at certain peri- 
ods, at least, of the Methodist propaganda unworthy char- 
acters, " converts " from Catholicism, ex-theological stu- 
dents and ex-priests strutted through Italy as preachers, 
catechists, Bible - venders of Methodism. That was my 
charge against Methodism in Italy — that it was willing to 
take up unworthy characters, as advocates and apostles, 
and intrust to them the spreading of the " pure Gospel." 
The defence put forth by Bishop Burt and Dr. Cooke is 
that those men were bad before they were received into 
Methodism, had been bad in Catholicism — in fact, had been 
made bad by Catholicism. This is no defence. Be Ca- 
tholicism what Bishop Burt and Dr. Cooke in their unholy 
imaginings are ready to picture it — is this a reason why 
those who were bad while in Catholicism should be wel- 
comed to Methodism and commissioned as its representa- 
tives and expounders? 

I refuse to reply to the base attacks made against the 
morality of the Italian Catholic priesthood. The Italian 
Catholic priesthood is not on trial in the present discussion. 
This much, however, I must say : When Bishop Burt writes, 
" All over Italy the immorality of the priests is proverbial," 
he simply repeats stories brought to the " Casa Meto- 
distica " by Methodist " converts," just as reliable in the 
recital of the reasons of their " conversion " as they have 
so often proved themselves to have been in their " con- 
version " itself. And when, in reply to my statement that 
the Catholic Church is severe in its " sacerdotal exigencies," 
he asserts that those " exigencies " mean acceptance of dog- 
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ma and obedience to superiors, not practical morals, he 
utters the grossest calumny. And, again, when he ventures 
to say, " Those [ex-priests] who came to us have pre- 
sented clean papers from the Papal Church," he puts him- 
self in a position to he challenged to exhibit in a single in- 
stance " the clean papers " brought to Methodism, unless 
something very different from the usual meaning of the term 
is to be understood by " clean papers." Bishop Burt is so 
blinded by his fanatical hatred of the Catholic Church that 
he is scarcely rational in his utterances; as, for instance, 
when he writes: " Some of the poor fellows [ex-priests] 
have been so nurtured on ' Jesuitical ' casuistry that they 
do not know the meaning of truth and honesty. The end 
justifies the means." 

The reader will decide to what extent evasions and semi- 
admissions such as make up the web and woof of the replies 
given to " details of specific acts," with which I had charged 
Italian Methodists, deserve his consideration. To several 
of the instances of the " specific acts," as recounted in the 
preceding articles, no reply of any kind is attempted — si- 
lence being wisely thought the better part of valor. 

Here and there assurances are heard which might lead 
us to believe that, whatever the occurrences in the past, 
conditions in Italian Methodism, under certain aspects at 
least, are at the present time being altered for the better. 
Maybe, the discussion to which The North American Re- 
view has kindly opened its pages is bearing good fruit. 

" Converts," it is said, are now carefully looked over 
before they are allowed to pass from the probationers' 
class, especially before they are graduated into the min- 
istry. How different from the days when the staunch 
believer in the " most intense type of Methodism," Dr. 
Stackpole, presided over the theological schools of Flor- 
ence and Rome and admitted into those schools men of 
more than shady character, as it was necessary to have a 
certain number of students " in order to make a respectable 
report to the Church in America." 

Dr. Burt writes : " In none of our schools is the instruc- 
tion gratuitous." Let us hope that the Bishop's words 
are to-day, and will be to-morrow, descriptive of facts. The 
case was very different at least sixteen years ago when Dr. 
Stackpole discovered no room for Methodist schools, wheth- 
er for boarders or for dav scholars, unless the schools were 
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" gratuitous or semi-gratuitous " (with emphasis strongly 
upon the latter part of the compound) " with books and 
clothes frequently thrown in for nothing." 

Dr. E. B. T. Spencer, Director of the " Collegio Meto- 
dista " in Rome, makes this announcement: 

" I shall state in most positive form and sincerity that we are not here 
for the purpose of fighting the Roman Church. . . . We are here, strange 
to say, for the purpose of promoting education." 

What a profound change from the Methodism of yesterday 
when " Cenni Storici," the official organ of Italian Meth- 
odists, declared: 

" The Protestant legions must gather all their energies and assail Popery 
in its citadel, in Rome. Hence the most noble appeal of Bishop Walden — 
' Before evangelizing the world, we must evangelize Rome.' " 

During a recent lecture tour through the United States 
Signorina Garibaldi, the present directress of one of the 
Methodist schools in Rome, said that she is careful never 
to speak to her pupils against the Catholic Church. Very 
different this from what must happen in the school when 
Bishop Burt is making there one of his official visits, if 
we judge him from his book, " Europe and Methodism," 
or from his late article in The North Amebican Review; 
and surely very different this from what happens, Sunday 
after Sunday, in the neighboring Methodist temple where 
the preacher of the day is the Rev. Mr. Tipple. 

In the present controversy, however, it is not in ameliora- 
tions recently decided upon, nor in the declarations of 
preachers or teachers more sober-minded or more cautious 
than the large number of their colleagues that we are bound 
to take concern : we are dealing with the usual and general 
course of incidents such as have openly characterized the 
Methodist propaganda in Italy during its full career since 
its inception down to our own days. 

And now to the question, which first prompted me to take 
issue with Italian Methodism, which, necessarily, remained 
through the discussion the central and chief issue : Was the 
Vatican justified in its attitude towards Italian Methodism 
— towards those whose patronage Italian Methodism would 
fain have turned to its profit? 

The Vatican declared it could not receive in audience 
visitors to Rome, however worthy personally of esteem and 
respect, who were ready to give countenance to the Method- 
ist Mission, or who might have been led into doing so, were 
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they not forewarned of the peril that confronted them. Was 
not the Vatican in the right when putting itself in this at- 
titude towards the Methodist Mission? In justification of 
the Vatican I recall the occurrences, such as they were, 
from first to last in the Methodist mission to Italy during 
forty years; in its further justification I recall the recent 
articles of Bishop Burt and Dr. Vernon in The Nobth 
Amebican Eeview and of Dr. Cooke in the " Methodist Be- 
view." Bishop Burt, Dr. Vernon and Dr. Cooke are not 
unlike their brethren of the Mission to Italy — and what is 
the attitude assumed by those writers towards the Catholic 
Church and the Papacy? It is one of calumny, of insult, 
of rabid hatred, of undying warfare. Bishop Burt, Dr. 
Vernon, Dr. Cooke may presume they have argument to sup- 
port their words and acts. Be it so : if so minded, let them 
hurl daily and hourly missiles oi fiery wrath against the 
Vatican, against all that the Vatican stands for. But doing 
this, shall they be privileged to command the Vatican into 
servitude to their whims, to compel it to deal out its honors 
to themselves and to their friends, to adopt a policy tanta- 
mount to recognition of their warfare and its methods, to a 
proclamation that their warfare and their methods are view- 
ed by the chieftain of the Catholic Church as things per- 
missible and pardonable? No, a thousand times no. The 
Sovereign Pontiff — so gracious to those who come to him in 
decency and with proper respect, however much or little 
they differ from his Catholic faith — must, under penalty of 
self-stultification, bid the Methodist Mission stay far away 
from the portals of his palace. 

Both Dr. Cooke and Bishop Burt are unwilling to admit 
that Italian Methodism was anything more than a pretext 
to cover up other and more hidden motives in the Vatican's 
recent refusals of audiences. The Methodists, forsooth, 
were so innocuous, so benign, so well-behaved, that the Vati- 
can could not have had them in mind when adopting its 
rules of exclusion. Well, I assure Bishop Burt and Dr. 
Cooke that the rules adopted by the Vatican were due solely 
and entirely to the manner of acting of the Methodists — to 
that and to nothing else. 

Dr. Cooke reminds us that Eoman Freemasonry is no less 
an enemy to the Papacy than Methodism, and intimates that 
if the intention were to resent insults Freemasonry, too, 
should have been chosen as a victim of Vatican rulings. 
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That Roman Freemasonry is an enemy of the Papacy, as 
it is of all forms of religion, we very freely admit: and 
further we avow that public recognition given to Roman 
Freemasonry would have led to a refusal of audiences, no 
less than public recognition given to Roman Methodism. 
But as things happened, Methodism was in the foreground 
and Methodism was smitten. 

To Bishop Burt's imaginative mind, what troubled the 
Vatican was neither Freemasonry nor Roman Methodism — 
it was America — America the late foe of Spain. He writes : 

" Cardinal Merry del Val is a Spaniard, one of those who at heart 
detest Americans for what they did in the late war with Spain. . . . This 
was his first splendid opportunity to satisfy his spirit for revenge." 

I indignantly repel this vile aspersion upon the motives of 
the Papal Secretary of State. Bishop Burt delves into his 
subliminal consciousness for reasons and " facts "; and the 
reasons and " facts " he adduces in this, as in other in- 
stances, are dreams and phantoms of purest subjectivism. 
Those who know Cardinal Merry del Val know him to admire 
him for his forgetfulness of self and of all else save his ex- 
alted sense of duty to the Church and to its Supreme Pontiff. 
His high appreciation of America, his willingness to serve 
America and its people, are well proved — and proved in a 
particular manner by the unstinted moral support that he, 
with the fullest approval of Piux X, has continuously given 
to the American Government in the Philippine Islands and 
Porto Rico. The Vatican at all times, and certainly under 
its present officials, rises serenely above all consideration 
of nation, tribe or color, and sees before it the one goal — 
the honor and welfare of religion. But it takes high-mind- 
edness on the part of others to understand and acknowledge 
high-mindedness in the Vatican. 

The cause of the recent refusals of audiences was Roman 
Methodism. Roman Methodism made those audiences im- 
possible : action as taken by the Vatican was imperative and 
unavoidable. 

John Ibeland. 



